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MARXISM AND THE WORLD OF TODAY
By GILBERT GREEN

living through the greatest world-wide upheaval
W'EeverAREwitnessed
by man. In a very close and intimate sense,
we all appreciate the significance of this upheaval. And yet
it must be said that in the midst of the battle there are too
few of us who have taken the time out to grasp the deeper,
inner significance of the events that are transpiring, to think
through the new features of the world in which we live, and
to find the new approaches to and perspectives for the world
of tomorrow.
The world of today is quite different from that of any
period of the past. We can, of course, make certain broad
comparisons with previous periods in the history and struggle
of mankind. But we cannot, with any degree' of success,
draw any close parallels between the world of today and
that of yesterday. That is why we cannot hope to find in
text-books alone the complete, ready-made answers for the
problems of today.
It was the great Lenin who wisely said that history is
always richer in content, more varied, more many-sided,
more lively and subtle, 'than the best parties and most classconscious vanguards can possibly imagine. Because, said he,
the best vanguards express the ,consciousness, the will, the
passion and the imagination of tens of thousands; while
history is made by the consciousness, the will, the passion
and the imagination of tens of millions.

,

When has this been more true than today-when tens
of millions are making history on the field of battle alone?
. The Unique Character of the War

Let us stop for a moment to ponder over the new features
and peculiarities of this war in which we are engaged. As
Marxists we know that we live in the epoch of imperialism.
We know that the historical epoch of great national wars
has long passed, that the epoch of national wars corresponded
with the period of the rise and development of capitalism.
Our own Revolutionary War of 1776 and the Great French
Revolution of 1789 ushered in this epoch of national wars,
which lasted for a century, ending in 1871 with the FrancoPrussian War.
Yet, today, in the epoch of imperialism, we find ourselves in the midst of the greatest of all national wars-the
first world war for the national liberation of peoples.
This is a war not only of small, weak nations fighting
for survival or liberation, but of two great imperialist powers
-the United States and Great Britain-and of the great
socialist state, the Soviet Union. And all of these are fighting
a just war; they are fighting for their very existence as free
and independent nations.
Has anything like this ever occurred in history before? Is
this not a most peculiar and unique development? How
many of us could have imagined it possible say twenty years
or even a decade ago?
Of course, this unique development is explained by the
application of our scientific theory-Marxism-Leninismto the new phenomena of our time. It is explained by the
emergence, the growth, and the victories of fascism, and
fascism is but the political expression of the elements of
decay in modern capitalist soc~ty. Fascism represents l'0liti~~l

and economic retrogression; it represents those forces that
want to turn the clock of history back; that want to .destroy
all the achievements won by the working class and mankind
through generations of struggle.
.

How Was Civilization Saved?
The prese~t war in which we are engaged is a product
of such a throwback of history; it is a struggle in which
the very existence of civilization is at stake. Today, we can
say with certainty that German fascism will be destroyed,
that the forces of progress will emerge victorious. But if we
can say that today, it is in the main due to the fact that the
working class was victorious on one-sixth of the globe. All
of world civilization has been saved by the might of the
socialist land. Were it not for the Soviet Union, fascism
would have triumphed, and the world would have been
thrown back for generations to the era of the dark ages.
What an immense debt of gratitude the whole wodd owes
to the Soviet people, their glorious Red Army, their superb
socialist economy and their brilliant leadership, headed by
that towering of giants, Joseph Stalin!
It is this feature of the present .struggle, namely the existence of a socialist state, and the role that that state has
played in saving the world, that makes possible new perspectives· for the world of tomorrow. Given a victory in this
war over the forces of darkness, mankind will take another
great stride forward in the direction of progress. In that
sense, the war is indeed a revolution-a revolution which
will profoundly affect the lives of all.
But the changes that are to come are also not blue-printed
in text-books. They will be as new, as unique, as peculiar,
as the war and the varied forces making up the coalition in
the war.

Marx, Engels and Lenin have taught us that war is the
continuation of policies by other means, i.e., by forcible
means. But if there is a living relationship between the
policies of peace and those of war, there is that same kinship
between war and the peace that follows the war. For the
peace that follows the war will also be a continuation of
the policies that made victory possible in the war.
Not all of us have as yet grasped, and none of us has
fully grasped, the significance of the changes that are to
come, and the relationship of forces that will bring these
changes about. Let us take the recent historic conferencesthe Moscow, Cairo and Teheran Conferences. Of these, the
Teheran Conference is by far the most important, although
all three fit into one common pattern.

The Meaning of Teheran
What is the significance of the Teheran Conference? Without understanding this, we cannot grasp the meaning of the
profound conclusions drawn by Earl Browder in his recent report, Teheran and America. The Teheran Conference agreed "on the scope and timing of operations in the
east, west and south . . . which guarantees victory." This
means that full coalition warfare has been achieved for the
first time in the course of the war. But this agreement itself
was in great part dependent upon a common outlook toward
the post-war world. As long as there wa~ no such common
outlook, so long was it impossible to realize full coalition
warfare. That is why we always insisted that the issue of the
second front was in the main not a military, but a political
question. The resistance to and hesitation about opening a
second front was but a reflection of the resistance to and
hesitation about accepting the Soviet Union as a full and
equal ' partner for the period of the peace.
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Thus, the real significance of Teheran lies in the following words of the declaration of the conference: "As to the
peace, we are sure that our concord will make it an enduring peace. We recognize fully the supreme responsibility
resting upon us, and all nations, to make a peace which will
command good will from the overwhelming masses of the
peoples of the world, and banish the scourge and terror of
war for many generations."
.
There are some people who take the agreement arrived
at in Teheran with more than a grain of salt. They consider
it as so much eye-wash, as beautiful rhetoric, but completely
unrealizable. We do not share that view. In fact, we are the
irreconcilable antagonists of it. Weare convinced that it is
possible to realize the fond hope expressed at Teheran for
a lasting and durable peace and we fully realize that this
is the first time in world history when that could be said.
Why? First, because world development has reached a
stage at which any failure to create world stability may
lead to the destruction of all of civilization. Fascism came
too close to realizing its objectives. And when this war is
OYler, the danger to civilization will not he completely
over; for the society in which we live breeds the forces of
decay, of reaction and fascism.
The most powerful capitalist states have also learned
something from the tragic events of the last decade. They
can no longer look upon war as a threat merely to the
independence and the existence of weaker nations. War, today, has become a terrible double-edged sword, with a fine
razor edge on each side.
Furthermore, this war, the most terrible, costly and destructive of all wars-in fact more destructive than all previous wars combined-has unleashed great democratic and
7

anti-fascist currents amongst the people, and these will not
tolerate policies leading toward another war.
Lastly, and most important, there is the new role and
strength of the Soviet Union.
It is but necessary to recall that this war, with its tens
of millions of dead, was not inevitable. It could have been
prevented. But only collective security, only close collaboration with the- Soviet Union could have prevented it. The
tragedy of our generation is that the capitalist democracies
rejected the policy of collective security for the policy of
Munich, hoping thereby to turn the German beast against
the Soviet Union without any danger to their own existence
or world positions. But the whole world can now see the
utter bankruptcy of the Munich policy.
Marxist Theory and Our New Perspectives

There are some who may quote Lenin about the inevitability of wars under imperialism. Our answer to such people
is that the world is no longer one in which the imperialist
powers have a free hand to do as they please. And if this
particular proposition of Marxism-Leninism no longer holds
true, it is not a weakness of Marxism, but only of those
who see Marxism as a dogma. It is precisely through the
application of Marxist theory that it is possible for us to
see the new perspectives which arise as a result of the new
conditions.
In this connection, I think it worth refreshing our memories with the words, edited by Stalin, in the History of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union, a book which received
a wide sale in this country a few years ago and which is
worth reading and re-reading today. I quote from this History:
8

''It may seem that all that is required for mastering the
Marxist-Leninist theory is diligently to learn by heart isolated conclusions and propositions from the works of Marx,
Engels and Lenin, learn to quote them at opportune times
and rest at that, in the hope that the conclusions and propositions thus memorized will suit each and every situation and
occasion. But such an approach to the Marxist-Leninist theory
is altogether wrong. The Marxist-Leninist theory must not
be regarded as a collection of dogmas, as a catechism, as a
symbol of faith, and the Marxists themselves as pedants and
dogmatists. The Marxist-Leninist theory is the science of the
development of society, the science of the working class
movement, the science of the proletarian revolution, the science of the building of Communist society. And as a science
it does not and cannot stand still, but develops and perfects
itself. Clearly, in its development i~ is bound to become
enriched by new experience and new know ledge, and some
of its propositions and conclusions are bound to change in
the course of time, are bound to be replaced by new conclusions and propositions corresponding to the new historical
conditions. "
Teheran Means the Extension of Democracy

Weare at a moment in world history in which we have
to think deeply over the new experiences and new developments. We know, for example, that democracy itself was an
outgrowth of, and a condition for, the rise and development
of capitalist society. A tendency of capitalism in decline, however, is the stifling and negation of democracy. And yet, this
war will end with a great democratic revolution of worldwide dimensions. I am not speaking at this moment of sod~lism. I am speaking of a great extension and further de-
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velopment of democracy within the confines of capitalist
society itself.
Take the Cairo Conference. Here two imp~rialist powers,
Britain and America, for their own national interests, did an
unheard of thing. They not only renounced all terntorial
gains for themselves, but they promised to restore to China
. the lost lands of Manchuria and Formosa; they guaranteed
the independence of Korea; and they pledged to help reconstruct and industrialize China as an independent united
nation. Surely, they did all this not because of any sudden
altruism and love for humanity on their part. They did it for
their own national interests. But what is important and
new, is that their own interests compel them to agree to
things that they never would have agreed to before.
The Cairo Conference does not yet guarantee freedom
for India and other colonial peoples. Nor do we as yet have
the guarantees of full freedom for the oppressed minority
in this country, the Negro people. But one thing is certain.
The war has unleashed democratic forces that cannot easily
be subdued--democratic forces that are going to move at
an ever-accelerating pace toward the extension of democracy
to every corner of the world and to all peoples.
The Face of Post- War Europe

Europe, too, will be quite different when the war ends.
It will not be a socialist Europe, because the first stage after
the war will be the gathering together of all the patriotic,
democratic forces for the reconstruction of Europe, for the
healing of the wounds of this ghastly and most bloody of all
wars. It will not be a socialist Europe, but neither will it be
the old capitalist Europe. The most reactionary sections of
monopoly capital responsible in the final analysis for fascism
and for this war, will not return to power. In Europe, there
10

will in all likelihood be established people's governments
similar to that of Republican Spain, which was a new type of
bourgeois-democratic republic in which the working class
played a leading and responsible role.
Let me cite an example: the situation in Yugoslavia. Here
a new government has been created, a people's government.
This government is not a socialist government. It is an antifascist, bourgeois-democratic government. And yet in that
government a Communist, General Tito, is the Minister df
National Defense. Think of it, a non-socialist government
has entrusted the defense of the nation to a Communist!
Does this · not indicate that new paths are being opened
up by which the working class can fulfill its historic mission;
that it is possible to envision a peaceful transition to socialism for a whole number of countries?
Did We rrChange Our Line"?

The imbeciles of our reactionary newspapers who have
accused the Party of throwing over-board its Marxist-Leninist
theory, only expose their own mental poverty, their own inability to understand Marxism as a creative science, as a
guide to action. To those who say: <tAh, you see, the Communists have changed their line again, you just can't trust
them," we can reply with the words of the little boy at
church who said: "I didn't sneeze, Mama, the sneeze
sneezed me." We didn't change; it was the changes in the
world that dictated changes in our perspectives. To have
done anything else would have been to make a mockery of
our Marxist theory, to have transformed it from a living,
pulsating, creative science into a petrified corpse.
Nor do we have any patience with those self-styled liberals
who gather around the wailing wall to bemoan the fate of
.the New Deal. They ~eep on crying, "The President has
11

committed infanticide. He has murdered his own ten-year-old
offspring, the New Deal!"
Yes, the New Deal is dead, but 10 and behold, in the first
address to the nation after its official demise, the President,
speaking ·in behalf of national unity, proposed a new, a
second Bill of Rights for America. Among these rights are:
The right to a useful job; the right to earn enough for adequate food, clothing and recreation; the right of every family
to a decent home; the right of medical care and the opportunity to enjoy good health; the right of adequate protection
from the fears of old age, sickness, accident and unemployment; and the right to a good education. This is not the
platform of the New Deal versus the Old Deal; it is projected
as a program for national unity for the war and the post-war
periods. Is it not clear that the self-styled liberals who weep
for the New Deal have just not kept up with events? They
have been so intent upon worshipping the shadow of a
formula that they have missed the substance of reality.
How to Realize Our Perspectives

Needless to say, the President's new bill of rights is not
yet assured. Nor is the Teheran perspective of a durable
peace for generations to come a certainty. These are only
perspectives; but the important thing that we must see is
that these perspectives can be realized-in the only way that
anything in life is won-through struggle. We have no illusions about the difficulties ahead. Weare not entering into
an idyllic world, where brother will kiss brother and we'll
all be one nice, happy family. We are still going to have
sharp contradictions between different social systems, between
states, between classes and groupings within classes. Imperialism is still imperialism. Capitalism is still capitalism. And
socialism is still socialism.
12
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But the struggle of the masses must have as its immediate
objective the realization of the perspective of Teheran; the
continuance of the Anglo-Soviet-American coalition into the
post-war period; the establishment of a durable and lasting
peace. For the alternative to this perspective is indeed a dismalone-the inevitability of a new world war, more ghastly,
more costly, more horrible than even the present one.
This places a greater responsibility upon the American
working class and people than on any other. In Europe the
war will end with the physical annihilation of the forces
of fascism and reaction. In this country the forces of reaction
and fascism will be stronger than anywhere else on earth.
Through their place in the economic life of the nation,
through their control of a good section of the press and
radio, through ttheir demagogic influence over backward
masses, through, their positions in the two major parties,
they will wield great power. They will strive to destroy the
perspectives and . promise of Teheran. They will try to steal
the fruits of military victory from the people. If they can get
their hands on political power in this country, they will
strive to transform the United States from a great force
for good in the world, into a sinister force for evil. They
will seek to use America's great economic and military
. strength to plunge this country into predatory, militaristic
adventures, with the object of replacing German fascism as
the force 'dedicated to destroying democracy and conquering
the world.
The American people have a heritage of great revolutionary and democratic traditions. But we must not for a
single moment ignore the many signs of political decay all
around us. If Germany has its Prussia, America has its South.
That is why the fight for the abolition of the poll tax is of
such decisive importan for the whole future of our people.
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If Germany had its Krupps and Schachts, we have our Fords
and Du Ponts. And in addition, we have the Father Coughlins, the Gerald 1. K. Smiths, the Pattersons, McCormicks,
Hearsts, McWilliams and Policemen Drews. Already we witness this coterie at work, leaving bigotry and violence in its
wake. We witness physical attacks upon Negroes, Mexicans,
Jews. The arrogance of these fascist hoodlums can be seen
on the streets of our cities today, even in the great progressive city of New York.
If political reaction won power in this country, the whole
world picture would change. Teheran would become but a
faded memory. It is this danger that underlines our responsibilities. It is this danger which emphasizes the importance
of the profound analysis and the tactical line proposed to our
Party by Comrade Browder.
Browder's Contribution to America's Future
Comrade Browder has not proposed a new tactical line.
He has only shown why the tactical line for national unity
that we have pursued these past years in the fight against
fascism and for victory in the war must be projected into the
post-war period. Comrade Browder has contributed a great
service to the American labor movement and to the American people by placing this' perspective in the bold and clear
fashion that he has.
For it must be said that most workers have been under
the illusion that when the war ends the danger will be completely over; that the war will be followed by a general
free-for-all, a period of intense inner strife. This outlook
toward the post-war period could not help influencing the
prosecution of the war itself. If the perspective is that of
a battle royal after the war, then the job now is to begin
preparing for it-and the net result' less emphasis on what
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still has to be done to win the war, and more and more
emphasis on class conflict.
Such an approach would only play into the hands of the
wors~ reactionaries and enemies of labor. It would create
the soil for the division of the country on false issues at the
very moment when we are facing our greatest military trials
and preparing for our most important election since 1864.
That is why Comrade Browder spoke so categorically on
the question of free enterprise. We Communists stand for
socialism; we believe that socialism alone will provide a
fundamental and all-time solution to our economic and social
ills. But the issue today, the issue for the 1944 elections ~nd
for the immediate post-war period, is not that of socialism
by any stretch of the imagination. One would indeed be blind
to believe that the American people are today, or will be in
the immediate future, prepared for the socialist reorganization of society. Therefore those who want to make the issue
in the country that of "free enterprise" versus "collectivism"
are raising a false issue for sinister political purposes. They
hope to use this as a booby-trap to ensnare the gullible, to
frighten the timid with the spectre of "collectivism," and
in this fashion to grab political power in the coming
elections. The way to defeat these reactionaries is not to
fall for their trap, but to make it harmless by showing the country the falseness of the issue raised.
The Economic Foundation for Post-War Unity
Comrade Browder has already made clear that the perspective for continued national unity in the post-war period is
utterly unreal unless there is an economic foundation for
this unity.
.
It is obvious that if America is to return to mass unemployment, to hunger and breadlines, then national unity is
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only a figment of the imagination. Here, too, we do not want
to underestimate the complex and difficult problems that we
will face.
But we believe that a relatively peaceful solution to our
economic problems can be found-and our belief in no way
stems from any illusion that the capitalist class in this country
is going to have a change of heart, that it is going to wake
up one fine morning sprouting wings and no longer seeking
increased profits. Our conclusions are based upon hard facts:
not upon what classes would like to do, but upon what
economic and political compulsion force them to do. General
Motors and Henry Ford didn't like unions, but they had
no alternative but to accept them and compromise with them.
Let me brief! y give some of the economic and political
compulsions under which American capitalism must operate
in the post-war period and their relationship to the Teheran
perspectives.
.
When the war is over, American capitalism is going to
be confronted with many knotty problems. The impact of
the war and the development of a war economy have brought
about a tremendous expansion of American industrial capacity. Total production leaped from the index figure of 108 in
1939 to that of 245 for November, 1943. This represents the
most rapid industrial expansion in any period of American
history! This great industrial expansion has a most direct
bearing on the problems and perspectives for the post-war
world.
Attitudes Towards Post-War Production
In the pre-war period both government and big business
spokesmen developed the theory that American industry had
been over-developed. The year 1929, with its national income
of 82 billion dollars, they said, represented a high peak hardly
~o b~ reached again and never to be surpass~.

.
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Today, however, nearly every spokesman for big business
underlines the point that A'lnerica's norm~l post-war income
and production must be considerably higher than 1929, in
fact, that America dare not go below a national yearly income of 100 bIllion dollars.
There are two basic reasons for this change of tune. The
first is a hard economic law-the tendency of the declining
rate of profit. Modern large-scale industry with its tremendous investments in fixed capital, with its enormous overhead, must utilize more than 50 per cent of capacity in order
to operate profitably; and the greater the degree of capacity
in use, the higher the rate of profit. With a fall in the national income from 82 billion dollars in 1929 to 69 billion
dollars in 1930, there was a fall in the rate of profit from
7.5 per cent to 1.7 per cent. With a further fall in 1931,
1932 and 1933, there was a minus rate of profit for these
three years, i.e., industry operated at a loss. The war-time
industrial expansion therefore makes more difficult a return
to pre-war production levels, for these would no longer be
high enough to ensure large profits.
The second reason is a political one. Even the most op- .
timistic observers admit that there has taken place such a
revolution in production technique and labor productivity
that merely to return to the 1929 production level is to
gtfarantee a permanent army of at least 18 million unemployed. These observers also admit that the American people
will not accept that kind of a post-war America. The American people will insist that what could be done for w·ar can
also be done for peace.
What are the material possibilities for the realization of
the post-war goal of higher production levels? There will
be a considerable backlog of purchasing power in the form
of war bonds and savings estimated to total from 100 billion
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to 130 billion dollars by the end of the war. Furthermore,
there will be a period of reco ersion, reconstruction and
repair, lasting a few years and requiring considerable outlays of capital. But while both of these factors will undoubtedly give a stimulus to production in the first period
after the war, they are not in themselves potent enough to
provide a large enough market over a number of years.
A Foreign Market

Whether higher production levels are possible for any
length of time after the war depends greatly upon the cr~a
tion of a larger foreign market for American goods than
at any previous period in our history. And this foreign market
is available. The reconstruction of first Europe and then the
Far East will create a ready market fo'r American industrial
and agricultural commodities for many years. In addition,
America will be in a most advantageous position to meet
the increased needs of the Latin American' market.
But this in turn poses another very difficult problem.
War-torn Europe and Asia will be in no financial position to
buy large quantities of American goods unless American
capital stands ready to finance these purchases for a considerable period of time. This will require large-scale
foreign investments in the form of credit. But American
capital will not agree to large-scale foreign investments,' to
the extension of credit to foreign nations, unless it is relatively sure of receiving payment.
There is only one way by which this knotty problem can
be solved by American capitalism, and that is by helping
to bring into being a durable and lasting peace and a degree
of world stability. Without this it cannot be assured of payment, and without extending large scale credits, without increasing its foreign investments, American capitalism cannot
18

•
solve its own economic problems even for a short period of
time. But if world stability is to' be achieved, this must be
based upon an entirely new relationship of world forces.
The Basis of World Stability

The kind of stability that American imperialism sought
to establish for nearly a quarter of a century, was one based
upon the imperialist domination of the earth. It was for
this kind of stability that American and British finance capital helped bring Hitler to power, armed and appeased him,
with the hope of thereby destroying the Soviet Union which
to them represented the fountainhead of world instability.
But such a return to so-called "normalcy" is no longer
possible. To continue to pursue this will-o-the-wisp is to toy
with disaster, as has been so graphically proven by the whole
recent course of world events. Any stability that is to be
established in world relations after this war can only be based
upon the recognition of the new world reality, on the continued existence and ever-growing strength of the Soviet
Union, on a democratic Europe, on a greater freedom and
independence for the colonial and semi-colonial peoples, and
on the maintenance of the Anglo-Soviet-American coalition.
Without this there can be no stability, and without a degree
of stability American capitalism cannot solve its economic
problems by peaceful means.
This in essence is the greater significance of Teheran. This
is why Teheran represents the complete negation of the
bankrupt Munich policy and ushers in an entirely new perspective for world humanity. And this is also why President
Roosevelt in his recent message to the nation so closely associated the results of Teheran with the perspective of increased economic security for the American people after the
war.. This is also why a considerable section of American
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capital is for Teheran, recognizing that the fulfillment of its
policies represents the only way out for them.
Of course, as I have already said, this perspective has not
yet been realized, and cannot be realized without struggle.
There are powerful forces in this country that will oppose
it, even though the opposite course can lead only to disaster,
to America's striving to replace German imperialism in the
struggle for complete world domination. Teheran represents
the only intelligent course that America can pursue, and its
perspective can be realized not only because it represents the
onl y practical course for American capitalism, but because
it likewise represents the vital interests of the American
people, who want a durable and a lasting peace and a greater
degree of economic security and prosperity.

The Role of the Communists
What is the role of the Communists in the period ahead?
Our role and our responsibilities will be far greater than at
any previous time in our history. The ship of the nation is
moving toward its port of safety through the ~oubled waters
of uncharted seas. To keep it from floundering on the submerged rocks of reaction and fascism will require a deeper
knowledge of the laws of social navigation than ever before.
Only the tried and true science of Marxism, can provide the
reliable compass that can guide the people through the stress
and storms of our time.
If the proposal of Comrade Browder to change the name
of the Party is adopted by the convention, and I am quite
certain that it will be, then we shall operate without the
word "party" in our name. In the Marxist sense we shall remain a party. In the American sense of that term we shall
not be a party. This proposal of Comrade Browder flows
logically from his whole analysis of the problems and per20

spectives ahead. If socialism is not the immediate issue, then
it is. quite clear that our Party is not the immediate alternative to the party in power. For a long time ahead the Communists will remain a minority, working in coalition with
much broader forces, struggling jointly with them to make
impossible a reactionary victory in this country.
. In the period of the post-war, as in the period of the war,
the country will be divided into two camps: the overwhelming majority fighting for national unity, for the fulfillment
of the promise of Teheran; and a small but powerful minority
fighting against Teheran and its perspective. In such a situation, the political struggle will in the main take place within
the framework of the two-party system. New York is one of
the exceptions to the general rule because of the particular
electoral laws in this state which make possible a coalition of
parties behind a common slate of candidates. Were it not for
these exceptional laws in our state, the American Labor Party
would not today be in existence, for a third party under conditions in which a coalition behind common candidates is
impossible, would only serve the forces of reaction, since
it would divide the democratic ranks of the people and
enable the reactionaries to win hands down.
For a considerable period of time we have been working
in a coalition with broader forces. That, therefore, is nothing
new. What is new, is that we project the policy of national
unity for a whole period ahead (something we could not
do before Teheran) and are therefore making those adjustments within our own organization that can facilitate our
best working together with the broadest masses.
Already today, we have the paradoxical sintation in which
members of the Communist Party are often enrolled members of other parties. Therefore in life itself our own mem~rs 4av~ realized that they have to be where the decisiv~
~l
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struggles will take place. The change of name will not
weaken our role; it will enhance it greatly. It will likewise
make possible a much more rapid building of our Communist organization, for we can appeal to members and
voters in all parties to join the organization of American
Marxists in order to understand better the complex problems
of today, and to give better guidance and leadership to
progressive masses wherever they may be found.
There are some gentlemen of the bourgeois press who
prophesy dire consequences for our organization because of
the new perspectives outlined by Comrade Browder. They
are even day-dreaming about people leaving our organization. I have yet to hear of a single such person. Once again
. it's the old story of the wish being father to the thought. Alas,
these gentlemen, like Achilles, have one vulnerable spotbut unlike Achilles, it is -not the heel but the head.

A Period of Discussion

Weare entering into an extended period of inner-party
pre-convention discussion. We want this period of discussion
to be conducted in the atmosphere of the fullest freedom. We
want it to result in greater understanding, a greater clarity and
a greater activity on the part of our whole organization. As
the profound logic and correctness of the perspectives and
proposals outlined by Comrade Browder penetrate deeper
and deeper into our minds, there will be a feeling of great
exhilaration, of joy and pride in our organization, and in its
great Marxist leader, Earl Browder. And as this translates ,itself to wider and wider masses of people, they will,
many of them for the first time, appreciate the role of the
Communists in this country and understand why America
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needs a Marxist vanguard and why they should become a
part of it. Through these discussions, through a constant reading of the Daily Worker and a great study of our Marxist
classics, we will become a better Marxist organization, fully
equipped to apply the science of Marxism to the changing
conditions and ever new problems of American life.
Let's discuss and master th~ report of Comrade Browder!
Let's go out and bring this report and its conclusions to the
widest masses! Let's build our organization, the Daily Worker
and our press as a mighty, cohesive force that can march together with the American people fo~ the realization of the
hope and promise of Teheran and for a better world for all
mankind!

23

Pamphlets on the War
Moscow, Cairo, Teheran
By EARL BROWDER

$.03

Jewish Unity for Victory
By ALEXANDER "TTELMAN

• 70

A Talk About the Communist Party
By EARL BROWDER

.03

The Path Dimitroff Charted
By V. J. JEROME

.05

Soviet Democracy and the War
By WILLIAM Z. FOSTER

George Dimitroff

.05

With Introduction by
.70

EARL BROWDER

The Soviet Union-A Family of Nations
I

.'0

Organized Labor in the Soviet Union '
By EDWIN

s.

SMITH

.10

Soviet Trade Unions and Allied ·Labor Unity .
By WILLIAM Z. FOSTER

.05

TEHERAN AND AMERICA
By EARL BROWDER ,
REPORT TO THE PLENARY MEETING OF THE NATIONAL COMMlnEl,
COMMUNIST PARTY, JANUARY 7, 1944

Price Five Cents

,

Order from your Community Club' Book Shops or
Workers Bookshop, 50 E. 13th St., New York 3, N. Y.

